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Sometime ago, a series of allegations Concerning the actions of
Dr. Arthur DuPre' of the Department of Mathematics were called to
my attention. Foremost among these were allegations regarding
improper use of the classroom for discussions not related to the
subject matter of the course and refusal, after previous agreement,
_to cooperate with a departmental committee. After a number of inquiries
and discussions with Dr. Maneri and Dr. DuPre' over the past several
months I requested that the Mathematics Department investigate the
matter and inform me of their findings. After a number of briefings
by Dr. Maneri and other members of the departmental faculty, this
matter was discussed with all of the department chairmen in the
Division of Science and Engineering.
Based upon the advice given to me, I asked Dr. S. J. Klein of
the Department of Psychology and Dr. R. Battino of the Department
of Chemistry to attempt to mediate the matter in an informal way with
Dr. DuPre'. Dr. DuPre' refused to accept this attempt of mediation.
On Monday, February 24, 1969, the Department of Mathematics met at
m y request. I indicated to them the futility of the efforts at mediation
and indicated a number of specific courses of action which could be taken
by them to resolve the situation. My request, at that time, was that they
advise me of the course of action they intended to take in this matter. By
vote of the faculty of the department and in the presence of Dr. DuPre'
the faculty recommended that Dr. DuPre' complete his Winter Quarter
teaching assignments and that he be relieved from teaching assignments
in the Spring Quarter. Dr. Maneri, the department chairman, by letter,
informed me of this action and concurred with the intended direction indca
by the departmental faculty. At that meeting the allegations by Dr. DuPre
of intimidation, harassment and violation of academic freedom were

discussed. Dr. DuPre' was requested to give details of
these charges. He
repeatedly refused to do so.
I believe it should be made clear that he had this oppor
tunity.
..
...,
On the basis of all the information that has bee
n made available and on the position which the depart
mental faculty has indicated they plan to follow, I
have endorsed and I will support the action taken by
Dr. Maneri to rlieve Dr. DuPre' from teaching dutys
in the Spring Quarter. It is unfortunate that thi
s action must be taken. However, in the light of
DuPre's refusal to attempt to resolve his differences
with the Department of Mathematics, I see no other
available alterntives.
Robert T. Conley, Dean.
To The Faculty of the Div of Science and Engineering
From
Carl
C. Maneri, Chairman Depart. of Mathematics
Subject The s ituation of Dr. Arthur M. DuPre
The department has been investigating the situation
for several weeks and was requested by Dean Conley on
February 24, 1969 to make a recommendation on its findings.
Dean Conley outlined four options to the department as described in this attached memo.
At 12:45 p.m. on February 25, 1969, the
Department, including Dr. Arthur DuPre', met to discuss
his situation. At this time a vote was
taken to leave
Dr. DuPre' in the classsroom for the rest of the quarter
(with Dr. DuPre' particiting). There was a general
agreement that before a decision for the next quarter
was made the department wou1d meet again to make a
recommendation.
When these results were communicated verbally to
Dean Conley he observed that no guidelines for the next
quarter had been given. He requested that as soon as
possible the department meet again to give these guid
elines. At the urging of several members of the deprtment another meeting was held that afterroon at 3:00p.m.
At this time the department voted not to give Dr.DuPre'
a teaching assignment next quarter (with Dr.DuPre'
participating and voting). Before this vote was taken
the meeting was recessed for ten minutes so that Dr...

DuPre could decide if he would find the motion of Dr.
Marc Low acceptable. Then the meeting resumed Dr. DuPre'
indicated that he would accept the results of this motion
if it passed.
This is a report on the meeting of the Department of
Mathematics that was held Tuesday, February 25, 1969
to recommend
action on Dr. Arthur M. DuPre. The department WaS instructed on Monday, February 24, 1969 by you
to consider the following four options:
1.
Begin formal procedures for immediate termination
of Dr. DuPre's contract.
2.
Suspend Dr. DuPre' from the classroom immediately
Leave Dr. DuPre' in the classroom until the end
3.
of this quarter and then remove him from the
classroom.
4.
Take no action.
In two votes the department has rcommended the third
option. The recommendtion specifically is to leave Dr.
DuPre' in the classroom for the present but not to give
him a teaching assignment for the remainder of his contract with Wright State University.
I wish to inform you that it is my intention, with
your concurrence, to follow this recommendation in the
assignment of classes for the next quarter.
The motions considered by the department are listed
below.
1.
MOTION Mr. Alphonso Smith
SECONDED by Mr. Gerald Meike:
To leave Dr. Dupre' in the classroom for, the
rest of the tern.
PASSED 14-1.
2.

MOTION by Dr. Marc Low
SECONDED byDr.Leonw:
The department recommends that Dr. Arthur DuPre'
not be given a teaching assignment for the third
quarter of his contract.
12-3.
PASSED

On February 27, 1969 you re
ceived a communication f rom Dr. Robert Conley. I feel it my duty as a member of this academic community to point out several serious errors in that letter. Dr.
Conley states that "after previous agreement" I refused to
cooperate with a departmental committee. The facts
of the situation follow.
On December 31, 1 968 Dr. Carl Maneri telephoned
me at my home and isued me an ultimatum "Either

you agree to abide by the decisions of a commi
ttee of three(Dr.'s Habor, Silverman, and myself,
the three instructors for the three sections of
Math 133) regrading tests and grading or else you
will not be allowed to meet the class." At that
point I told Dr, Maneri that, in all good con
science, I wuould not agree to let a committee
grade my students, as I felt that my responsibility.
Dr. M aneri then said that he would try to work
something out. I agreed to meet with the com
mittee and cooperate as much as I was able to without violating what I considered to be the students'
best interests, althouh the students are the final
authority on these matters Dean Conley's idea of
cooperate evidently means total submission to the
wishes of the committee.
Dr. Conley then says that "based upon the a
dvice given to me, I asked Dr. S.J. Klein of the
Department of Chemistry and Dr. R. Battino of the
Department of Chemistry to attempt to mediate the
matter in an informal way with Dr. DuPre'. Dr.
DuPre' refused to accept this attempt at mediation."
The facts of the situation follow.
Dr. Maneri told me that Dr. Conley wanted to have a
conference with Dr. Maneri and myself about t
he matter of the showing of the film "The Columbia
Revolt." Since Dean Conley had told me earlier
that my showing of this film violated the student's
academic freedom, I suggested that two students,
Jack Layh and Stanford Jaffee, participate in this
conference. Dr. Conley suggested Dr.'s Klien
and Battino instead, in his mind a presumabily fair
replacement. I agreed to meet with Dr.'s Klein
,Battino, Maneri and Conley in my offic. Dean.
Conley suggested meeting "on neutral ground" such
as an empty classroom. I agreed to this, and
mentioned to them that some students might then
come into tris room and observe the proceedings.
This possibility provoked Dean Oonley into rescinding his previous areement to meet. The truth of
the matter is that we were unable to find a
mutually acceptable condition under which to meet.
The Dean next states that "On Monday, Febru
ary 24,1969 the Department of Mathematics met at

my request." The facts of the matter follow.
On Monday, February 24, 1969 Dean Conley ca
lled to his office all members of th
e Mathematics Department sans one. Only by accident was
I made aware of this meeting, part of which I
attended, as an obviously univited guest.
Dean Conley would not give a reason why I had
not been invited. The obvious reason being, of
course so that I would be accorded no opportunity
to defend myself from any false charges. Is this
the honorable Dean's conception of due process?
There have been numerous complaints about this
action by other faculty members in the division.
Conley- then goes on to say that "I indicated
to them the futility of the efforts at mediaton
and indicated a number of specific courses of ac
tion which could be taken by them to resolve the
situation."
Now what in blazes is Dean Conly doing indicaticating "a number of specific courses of action" to
the mathematics department? Who is running the
Mathematics Department considered capable enough
by the honored Dean to chart and follow its own
courses of action?
The next sentence reads "My request at that
time was that they advise me of the course of
action they intended to take in this matter." This
is in error.
During the 'Mathematics Department" meeting
in Conley's office on Monday, February 24, 1969
the Dean made it known that he, the Dean, was
to make the decision concerning this matter and
that he had already called a meeting of the Department Chairmen and their decision was considered
as advisory to the Dean. The most honored Dean
wanted the decision of the Mathematics Department
on this matter in order to take this decision
into account as advisement to his own decision.
I was told that the Dean indicated to the Mathematics Faculty at this time that he, the Dean,
would be in favor of immediately removing me from
my classes. This was prejudicial, as is all too
clear, against my case.
Conlty continues, "By vote of the faculty of
the Department of M athematics and in the presence

of Dr. DuPre' the faculty recommended that Dr.
DuPre' complete his Winter Quarter teaching
assignments and that he be relieved from teaching
assignments in the Spring Quarter." The facts
follow.
A departmental meeting was called for 12:45p.m.
Tuesday, February 25, 1969, a "full" departmental
meeting as Dr. Maneri called it, in order to distinguish it, I suppose, from the "Non-full" meeting
the previous day in Dean Conley's office. At this
meeting, I was invited to present my views to the
Mathematics Department. Justifiably or unjustifiably
I felt that I was facing a potentially hostile audience and was hence reluctant at that time to present any arguements, since I had no witnesses from
my class present to testify as to what was actually
being done in my class. The atmosphere was akin
tothat of an inquisition of a member of the priesthood who had lost faith and was in danger of instilling dark doubts in the minds of potential converts.
Dr. Coppage, who had been attending meetings of my
class for the past week or so, reported, to his
credit, that I was indeed "doing mathematics" in
the classroom. Dr. Coppage was, as later it became
revealed, part of a secret "investigation" of my
classroom activity, which included at least three
young women who were asked by the Mathematics
Department to sit in my class as "observers". Are
these secret police methods really necessary?
Cannot such investigations be carried on in an
open and overt method? I became mildly infuriated
to discover the chairman Dr. Maneri lowering himself to such levels and employing such tactics,
outside the realm of the supposedly free spirit of
honest and searching inquiry so often associated
with a community of scholars. At this first meeting, the Mathematies Department decided 14-1 to
"allow" me to continue meeting my classes for the
remainder of this quarter and then adjourned. It
was clearly the mood of the Mathematics Faculty
to either take no action about my status next
quarter, or to defer such action until a later
time. Dr. Maneri informed Dean Conley of the dec
ision of the meeting and the high Dean, I would

suppose,hit the ceiling! Dean Conley pointed out
that no decision had been reached about next quarter,
as if the department were unaware of the fact! At
2:15, in the cafeteria, I was notified that the honorable Dean was not satisfied with the outcome of the
meeting and another meeting was promptly called for
3:00
.
At this
meeting I attemped to state my case to
the department, although briefly, as most in attendance were rather impatient and eager to get the
business of the day over with and "cool matters
off" by removing me from the classroom. They asked
if I would be willing to abide by a possible decision of the faculty assembled and take the Spring
Quarter off, devoting my time to conducting a Study
of the present mathematics curriculum and proposing
a new one, carefully noting that it would not ne
cessarily be accepted. I asked for ten minutes to
think it over, keeping-in mind that they were eager
to come to a speedy decision. After ten minutes,
I said yes, I would be willing to go along with s
uch a decision. Then a vote was taken of those present.
The vote was, 11-2 to take me out of the classroom.
I voted to stay in the classroom. The two members
of the department not present at this second meet
ing voted later and brought the final vote to 12-3.
To quote Conley further "At that meeting the
allegations by Dr. DuPre' of intimidation, harrass
ment and violtion of acadmic freedom were discussed." This is misleading at best, and down
right false at worse. These allegations were men
tioned but certainly not "discussed". Dean Conley
closes his letter with "However, in the light of
Dr. DuPre's refusal to attempt to resolve his
differences with the Department of Mathemtics,
I see no other alternatives available." Dean Conley's
idea of "resolving differences" is to dissolve one's
own individuality in the sea of the "organization"
which the esteemed Dean is fond of calling this
university.
I have been advised by several members of the
faculty that I an now in an enviable position and
should not continue to speak precisely against the
sort of hogwash in the letter just reviewed, but
should merely say that I disagree with such letters

and let it no at that. I am not in an enviable
position. I am being denied the right to teach
and my classroom has been invaded by a dean with
no sense of his responsibility to the academic
community.
Academic freedon is not given, it is won.
Power conceded nothing without force. This force
need not be physical, but may be in the form of
conscientious and patient efforts directed against
any and all oppressive forces within the university
which seek to mold the university into a factory,
serving business and military interests to the
detriment of a fertile matrix for the investigation and formulation of new and challening
ideas. Dean Conley had chosen, clearly, to side
with the oppressive forces in this society seeking
to stifle and expression too far divergent from
their own. He reacted to my showing the film
"The Columbia Revolt" in my classes for two outstanding reasons: one, he is well aware that the
students at Wright State must not be allowed to
feel that they have some measure of control over
the daily content of their courses and two, I did
not "apologize" for showing the film but instead
told him in no uncertain terms that it was the
student's, not the faculty's or Dean's place to
decide whether or not they could devote class time
to seeing the film.
This is a crucial point and canot be stressed
too strongly. What we have here is an obvious case
of conflict of interests of students and adminis
tration. The students thought it in their interest
to see the film although they didn't necessarily
agree with the point of view expresses by the
makers of the film. Dean Conley thought it not
in the interest of the "university" for the students to see it, as it might be possibly construed
by his superiors to mean that the opinions of the
students carried some weight. As far as Dean Conley
is concerned, the opinions of the students are
irrelevant to the question of student academic
freedom, and it is for this reason that he is unwilling to appear in public to attempt to defend
his outrageously highhanded actions in responding

to the relatively minor complaint of one unnamed
student which the Dean has said objected to the
showing of the film in class. The student might
be another plant by the administration for all I
am able to ascertain. The vote was unanimous in
both classes to see the film and I even painfully
and carefully attempted to solicit objections
from the students before the snowing. I strongly
encourged dissent about the showing two class
periods before the actual evil deed and I am
certain that no one felt intimidated when a vote
was taken. One of my classes also voted to see a
film from the opposite point of view, which I
said that I would obtain from HUAC or the John
Birch Society, if I could. Because of the present
furor which Dean Conley has created, I and my
classes have been effectively intimidated into
letting the administration decide what the students
may see in class and what they may not.
I challenged the Erstwhile Dean to a public
debate in order to show the aCademic community
I was being. dealt with. Dean Conley would prefer
how
me to think of him as "the boss" and myself as an
"employee" of his. In industry, this may apply,
but, as yet, I am not willing to let this or anyother university become an industry where the
students are the raw materials to be formed and
shaped into objects deemed desirable by the business
interests of this country.
As far as my grading p rocedure goes, I am
neither the first nor the last professor to give
his students grades incomparably higher than those
given by his immediate colleagues. Tne sin was
this– these grades were given to freshmen, many of
whom are supposed to be weeded out. Not believing
gardening to be a proper function of this univer
sity, I refused to use the grading system as a hoe
against human being. Grading also goes against
my own personal goal of trying to see the best i
n people and not picking out a particular aspect of
someone's and ranking him or her accordingly.
The means for obtaining numbers to ssociate to
students for the purpose of this ranking is also
very suspect. To require students to sit in class
and solve a set of arbitrarily chosen problems

in an arbitrarily chosen time period not only
violates the spirit of a university but serves
NO purpose other than to enforce the particular
prejudices of the faculty members who create and
administer such tests. What place is there in
a community of scholars for "tests?" Dean Conley
gave all A's to his chemistry class, but Dr. Maneri
said he didn't question these grades since, as he
put it, he respected Dr. Conley's "integrity",
although he said many times that he never doubted
mine. Curious? I have merely scratch the surface of the situation in which I am presently
embroiled at our fair factory of learning.
Thank you for bearing with me. It is possible
to free the university from the FORCES AND CHAINS
now oppressing the spirit of free enquiry and
exchange of ideas and opinions.
Sincerely,
Dr. Arthur M. DuPre'

ON THE SYSTEM
In writing this, I hope not to portray or instill a violent or benevolent attitude to the parties mentioned herein, but to create an awareness
and an evaluation of oneself and the role that one
will play in the mushrooming crisis that we now
face. For whatever the ultimate end, it will directly affect you, the individual.
..........ON THE SYSTEM
As we who are students walk across this campus
and through the halls and classrooms of this institution of higher education, we must, in the face
of reality, ask ourselves why we are here and what
we are doing here. Ask yourself the question: Am
I fulfilling my goals here...am I really learning?
In sincerity I asked myself these questions.
My answer was a resounding "NO"; this was also true
of those associates with whom I talked and observed.
One says "so what!" Student, wake up from
your academic stupor! This is your institution.
We are in a tr a gic state of affairs. When,an

individual begins to question those values and a
ssociations which he has been taught towards educa
tion and the inconsistency involved in trying to
make these things "work" (mold the person into a
well-rounded individual, adjusted, and on his mery
Way down the road to success, what ever that may
be), it is time for that being to place himself on
the witness stand. This I have attempted to do.
We are in such a rut! We are not learning in
the true concept of education; we are being sold
in a mirage of intellectual "Bull Shit", disguised
by smooth talking, lies if you please, on the ad
ministrative level and on the faculty level, disguised by masses of paper work, student numbers,
and, irrelevant signatures.
The reality of a college education, to prepare
oneself for a profession of his choice based on
his evaluations of his apptitudes, and to cope with
the problems of interacting within a culture and
more specifically a society, is not being met ade
quately.
We sit in class, we scribble notes at enormous
rate of speed, not really listening to the professor,
he's just a marionette, carrying out the dictatorial
s of a department
read
commands
head. We sometime
the material required by the sullabus. We integrate the two processes and reduce this conglomeration to rote, irrelevant facts in themselves
so that we can systematically mark boxes on a score
sheet, hopefully giving some indication of what
we have learned.
What a "fraud"! All you have learned my fellow
student is to associate facts on a test paper with
those you have crammed into the crevices of your
memory. Feel proud of yorself you did it under
a pressure for a "grade"! Then ponder within yourself the reality of the whole thing.
Where has the truth in our learning gone? Should
not
want to delve into the subject matter, place
we
these facts in a perspective where in reality they
apply to our specific stations in life? What good
is this learning process we are now under if the
curriculum does not relate to our Social environment, and to the ultimate betterment of our society?
There is no consistency!

We are manipulated like a herd of animals.
When a group of students confronts a professor
after a given lecture to relate their problems of
understanding and reading the given notes, he retorts with "that's tuff", it is time for the students to take action. When a professor relates
material to a Class which he feels in congruence
with the class class to be relevant and pertinent
to the crisis we now face academically and soci
ologically and is threatened by the loss of his job
and personal sanctity, it is time for the students
to take action! When the existing "power structure"
uses its authority to pressure faculty and students
into its educational mold, to coerce conformation
to out-dated norms, and invarious ca Ses employ
outright stupidity in administering to the acade
mic needs of the community, it is time for the
students to take action (create a true realization
of the conflict and the powers involved).
Where has that personalized professional quality of teaching gone? Professor, instructor, is
this just
job to you? Are you willing to be manipulated by the administration and in turn pass
this oppression along to the students in your classrooms?
There must be an equality among the administra
tion, faculty, and students as well as respect
for the integrity and the academic freedom for
the parties involved. Our education must be made
relevant to our time. We as students must realize
that the needed changes will only be made if we
institute them and not just pay lip service to them.
We must voice our ideas and opinions and not stand
idly by, being manipulated like puppets on a string.
We must not accept the consolations of the administration and the pseudo-intellectuals who represent
it and dictate its policy, for they are interested
in keepingl(only) the surface smooth. What they
do not realize fully is that the waters are troubled
and the storm of unrest is brewing.
In conclusion: It has been said by the "older
generation" of us that we are a mass of educated
fools. The question is: are you going to be another
educated fool? If you adhere to the present system
here at Wright State University where learning is
dictated and not stimulated, your fate has already

been determined...you are an educate fool, caught
up in the dogma of our
so-called,balanced approach to education on a higher level.
Darrall Kraf t

THECOK&WSU
"My G od," I thought, "the rooter has come home to
roost, and in my own henhouse." These
were my thoughts, when, after some 30 minutes of the as
sembly on Thursday, February 27, I came to the starting realiztion that the program was not going to
be what it had been planned to be. Oh no, I am
not blameless. In fact, the reality of the sitution is that I'm bleeding-to-death inside.
In the absence of principals for the debate,
the assembly thought proboking, pro
bing experience in which I hoped we would try to
establish a dialogue concerning the frequent unreality of our college eductions, and what might
be done to make things more realistic, or perhaps
hear from those who felt that the traditional read
ing,writing, and arithmetic was appropriate and
sufficient. But, it steems,that showing of
the Huey Newton film was an unconsidered mistake.
I, forone, personally failed to consider the r
eaction of the black students, like:"Man, quit us
ing us and our problems to do your thing!" Only 10
minutes of the film was to be shown, followed b
y a statement from Dr. DuPre', followed by another
10 minutes of the film, follow, finally by a
questioning of the audience as to what, they felt,
was happpening. This would have left plenty for time
for dialogue. Would we be able to find a relevancy
in applying situations outside the university to
the university and its curriculum? Could ww reach
anyone in a plea for relatedness?
Well, it seems that, in some way, the experiment was unsuccessful. The whole film was shown,
almost totally exhausting the period. And afterward, everyone got-up-tight when faced with
Black-White polarization, and instead of communicating,

we ended up shouting at each other.
Perhaps, I shouldn't take the situation so
personally; but then, that is my hang-up. I helped
to plan the program. Yet I have found some redemption value in the experience. Complancency or inattention does not make the problems of the world
go away. They continually press, and whisper to
us: "Understand and bend or you'll be broken."
So, I bend. I can only hope that I am a better
person for it.
Mike Smilack

GARY HUNT IS IRRELEVANT
I believe that one of the most pressing needs
for American colleges and universities today is
that of reinforming and updating the curriculum.
The Medieval institutions which still linger in
our places of higher learning need to be altered
to meet today's perception of eduaction. At the
same time, the definition of well-rounded educational experiences , has also changed, but the universities have not changed sufficiently to restore
an acceptable balance. Wright State University
has been formed in an urban, contemporary atmosphere and is far ahead of many, more established
centers of knowledge in shaping of its curriculum.
But still there are some facets of our own educational package that I would like to see changed.
For many weeks I have had the Student Government examining the patterns of change on this and
other campuses. I. have studied new methods which
some more progressive schools across the country
have adopted. And I have tried to lay the ground
work for an intensified effort to bring about
the desired reform. I would like to discuss what
has been done in each of these areas. First, the
groundwork was started many and months age by
discussing curriculum questions with members of
the faculty, searching out their views, likes,

dislikes, etc. Their weak, and strong points were
noted and their attitudes to change were studied.
Second, innovations fron other places were studied
and when ver pos ible contact was made with people
who were knowledgeable in the changes. Research
is still in progress. The latest reference point
has been Elmira College in Elmira, New York where
a program of interdisciplinary studies in sciences
was started to replace the overburdensome physical
and natural science requirements which affected
them as it does us. They also have, what I considered to be a good program of interdisciplinary
freshman studies which combined not only freashman
English and other assorted topics but attempted to
establish lasting contact between the students,
the faculty and especially the student advior.
The sessions were conducted like seminars with
the group choosing the instructional materials to
be used as well as the topics to be discussed.
The facultymembers discussed and, hopefully,
learned right along with the students. Third, the
key to student initition of curricular changes is
centered around student involvement in the study
of curriculum. We plan to ask ths faculty to seat
students on the curriculum committee of the Academic Coucilas well as on the departmental and
divisional curriculum agencies. Under the leader
ship of Dean William Baker this has already been
accomplished in the Division of Liberal Arts with
the nomination of Jan Gabbert and Joe Fletcher to
the committee. Hopefully other such developments
will occur more rapidly.
The Student Government is especially interested
in examining the logic behind such things as the
Common Curriculum, the foreign language requirements, the extensive science requirement, and other
areas of concern to the Student Body. We are, also
interested in the development of an Urban Affairs
center and a center to coordinate field service
ourage. in the community which we intend to enc
programs
Work is also being done on student self-involvement in curriculum by the estblishment of student
coordinated. programs. The Student Government is

now working in preparing a series of discussions
under the heading of a Semin a r on Urban Problems
which will present experts in the areas of urban
research, development, and action during the Spring
Quarter. Please watch for an announcement of the
program which will be forthcoming soon.
As always, your help is needed to bring about
the most desirable results in this area. The
Senate Academic Affairs Committee chaired by Max
McKay is hard at work drafting some concrete proposals which the Student Government can. offer to
the Faculty. If you have ideas or suggestions
please let us know.
At present we are preparing our campaign and
it will not be easy. Faculties are by their very
nature a conservative group. It takes a lot of
discussion and persuasion to budge a member who
is safely wrapped in this academic robe and his
traditional thinking about change and academic
policy. And it is even more difficult to convince
faculty that students have a right to involve themselves in curricular matters. Fortunately the WSU
faculty recognizes the need and the validity of
student participation as shown by the seating of
seating of students on the Academic Council and
on many of its committees. We appreciate that
and we hope to use it to demonstrate that responsible student involvement in these matters can
spirit the academic community and bring a more
contemporary outlook to its program.
And finally, since reading materials are such
an important part of the academic process and since
the costs of books keeps the students poor, the
Student Government invites you to participate in
its book exchange programwhich will be conducted
during the opening days of the SpringQuarter.
It will be held in the ARA lounge. We hope to save
you some money....at least, we're soing our best
to see that you can. Whether we are able to save
money for you depends upon your support of the
program. Student Government cares, do you?
Gary Hunt

I would like, at this early date, to announce
my candidancy for the Student Body presidency.
I hope that my early declaration will stir more
people to take an active interest in student go
vernment and guarantee a choice for this most
important position of more than one candidate.
I will have forthcoming, in the next issue of the
Pheonix, my entire platform. In the meantime,
anyone interested in supporting me, attacking me,
or just plain exchanging ideas with me can
probably find me between classes at the CODE
literature table just outside the cafeteria.
MikeSmlac

On Sunday, March 2, WSU opened its doors to
a regional meeting of the G.I.-civilian conference
against the war in Vietnam. Approximately 250
people (30 G.I.'s or more) and 2 military intell
igence officers were in attendance. The confer
ence began with a series of speeches and a period
of "open milk" dicussion. We later broke into
workshops after which we reconvened for closing
remarks.
The main thrust of the conference was to
inform the interested people in the area, civilians
and G.I.'s, of the nationwide demonstration against
the war on April 5 and 6. These demonstration, in
7 cities across the U.S. (the city for this area is
Chicago) are being conducted mainly for the G.I.'s
to get the opportunity not often given them to
protest the war.
The march will take place on April 5 in Chicago
at 3p.m. Keep your eyes on the C.0.D.E. information
table for further details coming up in the near
future.
John Katz

To the first 25 people who stopped masturbating
after the age of 18 and don't regret it and think

Gary Hunt sucks sewer water from the Chillocothe
municipal water supply and Brage Golding is a
male impersonator and that Dr. Tracy wears a size
34 pants and return this sheet of paper in person

to either Kirk Gilbert or Larry Gault when they
make their yearly exodus to south-eastern Mespotamia for the Gnu season will receive:
one lid of opium cured THC,
two caps of 750 mc purple haze,
three pounds of good shit
(gold),
four partridges in pear tree.

VOID WHERE PROHIBITED BY LAW
(Ohio residents may play by sending a selfaddressed stamped envelope to themselves

if they are holding.)

THE ALLEY DOOR
MARCH 15 THE ROYALS
MARCH 16 MIKE HITCHCOCK

